

















ane ous SSeuSSESOOEEST ES 


T HE 


INDEPENDENT REFLECTOR. 


ots we TY AE EEE Te Peer one 


a ce 


NuMBER XXX. 
Chursdap, June 21, 1753. 


esas > 




















The Multiplicity of Oarus, and the Levity and Indecorum wherewith they are 
admimifired and taken, pernicious to Society. 


Thou foalt not take the Name of the Lord thy God in Vain. Mosss. 


N Oath is a religious Affeveration, by which we renounce the Divine Clemency, 
A or imprecate the Divine Vengeance, in Cafe we {peak falfe. When, therefore, 
a Being Omnifcient and Omnipotent is invoked as a Witnefs to the Truth of 
our Teftimony, it creates the ftrongeft Prefumption in favour of our Evidence ; it being 
utterly improbable that any Man fhould be fo abandoned, and confummately impious, as 
ferioufly to defy almighty Vengeance, and deliberately irritate a Being of uncontroulable 
Power. Hence an Oath is juitly efteemed the firmeft Bond of Society ; without a due 
Regard to which, in the prefent degenerate Circumftances of Human Nature, no 
Government could long well fubfift. Accordingly, all the Nations of the Earth have paid 
the greateft Credit to what was delivered on Oath, and exprefled the deepeft Horror at 
the Guilt of Perjury. Our Aneftors, fays Cicero, could never find any Thing /lronger 
than an Oath, to bind us te the faithful Difcharge of our Engagements. The Hiftorian 
Dioporus SicuLus, reports of the ancient Egyptians, That by their Laws, Perfons who 
had for/worn themfelves, were adjudged to capital P'unifhments, as guilty of the two greateft 
Crimes ; im violating that Piety which they owed to God; and in deftro,ing Faith from 
among? Men, the frrongeft Pillar of human Society. PLuTARCH carries the Matter fo far, 
as to infift on the Performance of a Promife on Oath, tho’ made to an Enemy. He who 
deceives his Enemy, {ays he, by aha Oath, confeffes that he fears him, but defpifes God. Nay, 
the Ancients had fo great a Dread of Perjury, as to imagine it would be punifhed on the 
Pofterity of the Criminal. Hence VirGit obferves, that the Romans were fufficiently 
punifhed for the Perjury of the Trojans, from whom they claimed their Origin, by a 
beautiful Allufion to the fabulous Account of Laomepon’s Perfidy to APotio and 
NEPTUNE. 
---Satis jam pridem fanguine noftro, 
Laomedontee luimus perjuria Trya@. 

So fenfible were the fage Legiflators of Antiquity, of the Importance of Oaths, to 
the Well-being of the Community, that they never fuffered them to be taken, but on 
very neceflary Occafions, nor even then, without the utmoft Solemnity. They were 
convinced, that every- Thing tending to abate the Awe which Mankind naturally have for 
an Oath, ought to be difcouraged ; and on the contrary, whatever conduced to create or 
preferve a Veneration for that folemn Actof Religion to be countenanced and promoted. 
« And 
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And, indeed, the Ufe and End of an Oath being to procure an acceffional Strength to 
what was before a Duty, and to lay an additional Obligation on the Perfon fworn, unlef 
it be taken with awful Reverence, its original Defign is, in a great Meafure, fruftrated, 
And if Men once break thro’ this facred Inclofure, and burft afunder the ftrongeft of al] 
Ties, what can be expected but an Inundation of Perjury and Delufion? For it ¢annot 
be fuppofed, that he who dare provoke the Wrath of God, whofe Omnifcience jg 
indeceptible, and his Power irrefiftible, will ftandin Awe of the Punifhment of Men, 
who may both be refifted and deluded. For this Reafon, I have often been aftonithed 
at the Levity and Indecorum, with which our Oaths are adminiftred, together with the 
almoft endlefs Multiplicity of them in Practice amongft the Englifh. Methinks no 
Part of the late Judge Have’s Character fhines with greater Luftre, or does more 
Honour to his Memory, than that invariable Practice of his, of interrogating every 
Witnefs, (who from his Youth or difadvantageous Appearance, afforded the leait Ground 
for the Queftion,) on the Nature of an Oath, and infiiting on its being adminiftred with 
the greateft Solemnity. And, indeed, the Invocation of the Name of God, ina carelef 
irreverent Manner, is extremely fhocking and offenfive. It is offering a public Affront and 
Indignity to the Supreme Governor of the Univerfe, who ought never to be fpoken of 
but with the profoundeft Veneration. It is, to the laft Degree, impious and unnatural, 
to invoke with Levity and Inadvertence that tremendous Name, which Beings of 
the higheft Order of Intelligence profoundly venerate, and dare not mention, but with 
the moft lowly Adoration. 


THe Whiter of Mr. Boyve’s Life tells us, that he never heard or mentioned the 
Name of God, but with vifible Signs of reverential Bear: This great Philofopher, who 
had pryed into the moft fecret Qualities of Things, had from thence moft juftly drawn 
fach aftonifhing Proofs of the Wifdom and Power of the Almighty Creator, that the 
Sound of his Name ftruck him with religious Awe ; nor did he ever fpeak of him but 
with trembling Lips and a folemn Paufe. 


Ir isacommon Obfervation, that no People on Earth is fo much addicted to fwearing 
whether common or political as the E£nglif---An infamous Diftinction, which rendets 
them juftly contemptible to Foreigners! For Strangers may well queftion the Veracity 
of a Nation, who will not take each others Word in the moft trivial Matters, without 
the Sanction of an Oath. As for the Practice of common Swearing, it is indubitably 
to the laft Degree, impious, favage, and difgraceful, and a Vice to which there is not 
the leaft Temptation. It defeats the very Intention for which it is ufed, fince every 
Man muft deferve Jefs Credit in proportion to the Proofs of his Wickednefs. It is at 
leaft, a fenfelefs, infignificant, bluftring expletive in Difcourfe, which gives it neither 
Strength, Mufick or Ornament. 


WHETHER our Magiftrates can, confiftent with their Oath of Office, hear fuch 
Offences, without calling the Criminal to an Account, meerly becaufe he is not informed 
againft, requires no great Share of Cafuiftry to determine. I have more Manners 


than to infinuate, that fome of their Worfbips themfelves, are cuilty of this vulgar 
Practice. 


THE repeated and unneceflary Invocations of God’s holy Name, even in a judicial 
Manner, is a great Affront to the Deity, who ought not to be appealed to asa 
Witnefs, but on the moft important Occafions : Nor can there be the Icaft Doubt, that 
our Teft Oaths are rather prejudicial than ferviceable to the Community. And of this 
Opinion appears to have been the Marquis of Hatirax, who, in the Debates about 
the Teft Ad, urged with equal Truth and Eloquence, That ‘ Oaths are no Security 
* to 
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« to any State ; no Man, fays he, would ever fleep with open Doors, or unlock his 
«“ Treafure or Plate, fhould all the Town be fworn not to rob him; fo that the 
«“ Ufe of mukiplying Oaths, had been, moft commonly, to exclude or difturb 
« fome honeft confcientious Men, who would never have prejudiced the Government. 
«© The Oath impofed by the Bill, contains thefe Claufes ; the two former aflertory, 
«« and the laft promifory. Is it not worthy of the Confideration of the Bithops, 
“ to examine, whether affertory Oaths, which were properly appointed to give 
«“ Teftim: ny of a Matter of Fact, whereof a Man is capable to be fully aflured by 
« the Evidence of his Senfes, can lawfully be made ufe of, to confirm or invalidate 
«+ doétrinal Propolitions ; and whether that legiflative Power, which impofes fuch an 
“ Oath, doth not, neceflarily, aflume to itfelf an Infalibility ? And as for promifory 
« Oaths, it is hoped, thofe learned Prelates will confider the Opinion of Grorits, 
« who feems to make it clear, that fuch Oaths are forbidden by our Saviour in the 
“ Gofpel; and whether it would not become the Fathers of the Church, when 
“ they have well weigh’d that and other Places of the New-Teftament, to 
“ be more tender of multiplying Oaths, than hitherto the great Men of the Church 
“* have been.” 

Arripavits in our Courts of Judicature, are almoft innumerable. Not a fpecial 
Motion can be made without one: Nor can an honeft Juror leave his Seat, by 
Neceffity of Nature, without a Conftable’s fwearing that no Perfon fhall fpeak to 
him during his Evacuation. 


Or moft of the fwearing Scenes in the Nation, the Cu/fom-Houfe muft be 
own’d to carry the Laurel. Every Mafter of a Veffel is obliged by Act of 
Parliament, on his Arrival, to fwear to the Quantity and Quality of his Cargo; 
and it is generally fuppofed, that there is not one in ten of thofe Dealers in Oaths, 
but is perjured on that Occafion, Nay, fo flagrant are the Inftances of their 
forefwearing themielves, that a Cu/fem-Houfe Oath is grown into a Proverb ; the literal 
Meaning of which is downright Perjury. 

Tue Multiplicity of thefe Oaths hath rendered them fo vaftly familiar, that 
Perfons who would tremble at the Apprehenfions of taking a falfe Oath on another 
Occafion, are, by conftant Ufe, brought to perjure themfelves there, with the greateft 
Tranquility and Compofure : Which brings to my Mind a Story of Mr. Locx’s, equally 
melancholy and appofite. His Words are thefe, “I was once told, in a trading 
‘© Town beyond Sea, of a Matter of a Veffel there, efteemed a fober and fair 
** Man, who, yet, could not help faying, God forbid that a Cu/tom-Houfe Oath foould 


& be a Sin.” 


But of all the Swearers in the Kingdom, commend me to the Church-Wardens 
in England, who, by their Oath, are bound to prefent “ all that, being of the Age 
** of fixteen Years, do not receive the Blefled Sacrament three Times in a Year 
at leaft ; all that do not come to Church on Lord’s Days, and that do not come 
* at the Beginning of Prayers ; and that do not obferve to kneel and ftand up, as 
“ the Rubrick does direét, during the whole Time of Divine Service.” But whether 
any Perfon was ever prefented for fuch Omiffions, is humbly fubmitted to thofe 
ecclefiaftical Deponents. 


Can a Nation which connives at fo horrible a Practice, expeét the Divine Bleffing ! 
Will that Being, whom they fo often infult, continue the Smiles of his Providence ! 
Or may we not rather fear that he will, for the Punifhment of this aggravated 


Guilt, accelerate our final and univerfal Overthrow ! < 
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To th INDEPENDENT REFLECTOR. 

SIR, 
* YOU have, ever fince your firft Appearance in Print, diftinguifhed yourfelf by a warm 
‘ and hearty Zeal for your Country’s Profperity : Influenced by the fame Principle, 
* I beg Leave to congratulate you, upon the juft and pleafing Expectation, that a Seminary 
* of Learning will, e’er long, fpring up amongft us, from the cherifhing Bofom of Liberty. 
‘ Nothing could have afforded fo inconteftible a Proof of the Reafonablenefs of your 
* Reflections, uponthe important Neceflity of a Free College, as the laudable Endeavours 
* of our Reprefentatives, to introduce the Sciences into this Province, with a View to 
* public Utility. Nor will your Apprehenfions of the fatal Confequences of a Party 
‘ College, remain unfupported by the Authority of that great Body, when the 
* Appointment of, fuch as are now Candidates for the Guardianfhip of our Academy is 
*once become certain: Thanks to Heaven, the Mufes fhall not (tho’ it was once 
‘ juftly feared) groan under the opprefling Weight of Party Malevolence, but batk 
* themfelves in the Sunfhine of Freedom, and flourifh under the gentle Nurture of 
* Patriotifm ! 


‘Your moft avowed Enemies are thofe who malign you barely becaufe they 
* fufpect you to be of a particular Party. Thefe, however, will be difappointed in 
‘ their Expectations ; nor will they ever have the Opportunity of rioting in that Excel 
« of Exultation and Triumph, which they have fo long promifed themfelves. How will 
* they be afhamed of their blind and intemperate Zeal? They will foon be convinced, 
* by the Nomination of the Truftees, that our Academy is defigned not to be made uf 
‘of as a Tool, either by Epifcopacy or Prefbyteriani/m; but to be ferviceable to the 
‘ Individuals of every Sect without the leaft Difcrimination. In this indeed, they will fay 
‘(tho’ itis the Heighth of Abfurdity) that you are equally difappointed: But of the 
* Truth of this Affertion, he only can be convinced, who conceives it poffible for you 
© to with both for a Free and Party-College at the fame Time. 


‘ THere is one Thing more, upon the Accomplifhment of which, I hope foon to 
‘congratulate not only you, but every Lover of his Country. The Nomination of 
‘ Truftees is not the fole, important and interefting Part of the Work. The Plan is 
 ftill to be concerted ! A Part unfpeakably momentous and important! It is to be withed 
“that, the fair Characters of the prefent Candidates, may not induce our Legiflators to 
‘be lefs cautious in fecuring the College againft Abufes, Ufurpations, and 
‘ Encroachments. Let it be remembered, that the Honefty of the firft Truftees, will 
“be no Security againft the Roguery of their Succeffors. Let them, therefore, as they 
« are created by the Legiflature, be accountable to them for every Part of their Conduct. 
‘In fine, Sir, as I heartily with our future Seminary of Learning may be girded round 
‘with a lafting Security; fhould a Plan, fomething like that with which you have 
‘ prefented the Public, in your XXI Number, be concerted by our Rulers, it would 
* exceedingly rejoice, 

Your conftant Reader, 


And humble Servant, 
PHILELEUTHERUS. 
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